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the use of it, paying them but two quarters’ rent. The com-
plainant lived with him, and was supported upon the property,
and now, after omitting to press this claim for twenty-eight
years, it is said, this same property, as the property of the
bank, is liable for the annuity ab initéo. I cannot think so.
Fayette Gibson and his mother, the complainant, have actually,
and in truth, enjoyed the fruits of the estate almost to the
present time, and to suffer the security of the bank to be swept
from it, by arrears which aceumulated during that period, is in-
consistent with my notions of justice, and, as I think, would
be in conflict with the principles of the case in 1 Howard, be-
fore referred to.

If elaims which have slept for upwards of twenty years can
be thus revived, when the estate upon whieh they are supposed
to rest has passed into other hands, the title to property would
never be secure, and that confusion, so much deprecated by
Lord Redesdale, in Hovenden vs. Lord JAnnesley, 2 Sch. and
Lef., 636, would constantly arise. I am strongly impressed
with the conviction, that the complainant in this case has ne-
glected, for an unreasonable length of time; to assert her claim,
and if so, she has no title to call for the active interposition of
a court of equity in her favor. It was said by Chief Justice
Marshall, in Elenendorf vs. Taylor, 10 Wheaton, 152, that
“from the earliest ages, courts of equity have refused their aid
to those who have neglected for an unreasonable length of time
to assert their claims, especially, where the legal estate has beea
transferred to purchasers without notice.”

In the case of Piatt vs. Vattier et al., 9 Peters, 405, it is
said, in the language of Lord Redesdale, to be ¢the law of
eourts of equity that it will not entertain stale demands.”

There is another view of this case, so far as it is proposed
to charge the property purchased by the bank with the pap-
ment of this annuity, which seems to me to present an obstacle
not easily surmounted. Jacob Gibson had mertgaged his “Ma-
rengo’® estate to the bank, to secure the payment of the sum of
$13,720 due from him, for money borrowed, and he, by his
will, eharged the devisees.of this sane esfate, with the payment
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